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Response to Amendment 

This Office Action is in response to a communication made on February 6, 2006. 
Claims 1-52 are pending in this application. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-2, 6-8, 10-15, 19-21, 23-29, 33-35, 37-43, 47-49, and 51-52 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by IVIonday (6480860). 

Regarding claims 1 and 52, Monday teaches a computer based method for 
retrieving information for use by a requester application (Colurhn 1 , lines 49 - 51 ), 
comprising the steps of: sending, by the requestor application, an information request to 
a master pivot program (Column 4, lines 63 - 65), the information request including 
document information related to a requested information document; retrieving the 
document information from the information request (Column 5, lines 32 - 34); retrieving 
document retrieval information from a configuration database as a function of the 
document information (Column 7, lines 28 - 30), the document retrieval information 
including a destination system (Column 7, lines 28 - 30); sending the document 
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retrieval information and the information request to a destination pivot program coupled 
to the destination system; retrieving the requested information document from the 
destination system by the destination pivot program (Column 7, lines 53 - 57); and, 
sending the requested information document to the requester application (Column 7, 
lines 64 - 67). 

Regarding claim 25, Monday teaches a computer based system for retrieving 
information for use by a requestor application (Column 1, lines 49 - 51), comprising: a 
requestor application for generating an information request (Column 4, lines 63 - 65), 
the information request including document information related to a requested 
information document (Column 5, lines 32 - 34); a configuration database containing 
document retrieval information (Column 7, lines 32 - 41); and, a master pivot program, 
coupled to the requestor application and the configuration database (Figure 2, element 
125, the pivot program, 123, the requestor, and 250, the configuration database), for 
receiving the information request, retrieving the document information from the 
information request (Column 7, lines 28 - 30), and retrieving document retrieval 
information for the requested information document from the configuration database as 
a function of the document information (Column 5, lines 54 - 57) and for retrieving the 
requested information document from a destination system using the document retrieval 
information (Column 7, lines 60-61). 

Regarding claims 2 and 29, Monday teaches a computer based method, as set 
forth in claim 1 and 25, respectively, wherein the information request is an extensible 
markup language document (Column 5, lines 3 - 5). 
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Regarding claim 26, Monday teaches a computer based system, as set forth in 
claim 25, wherein the master pivot program Is adapted to deliver the requested 
information document to the requestor application (Column 7, lines 62 - 67). 

Regarding claim 27, Monday teaches a computer based system, as set forth in 
claim 25, wherein the document retrieval information includes a destination and a 
master control interface command (Column 7, lines 47 - 50). 

Regarding claim 28, Monday teaches a computer based system, as set forth in 
claim 27, including a master control interface adapted to execute the master control 
interface command (Column 7, lines 59 - 62). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Monday teaches a computer based method for retrieving 
information for use by a requestor application (Column 1 , lines 49 - 51), comprising the 
steps of: sending, by the requestor application, an information request to a master pivot 
program (Column 4, lines 63 - 65), the information request being an extensible markup 
language (XML) document (Column 5, lines 3 - 5); receiving the XML document by a 
master pivot program (Column 4, lines 63 - 65); retrieving, by the master pivot program, 
dimensions from a configuration database as a function of the XML document (Column 
7, lines 50 - 58); retrieving a destination and a MCI command from the configuration 
database (Column 5, lines 25 - 31 , where the bridge and the XML translator is the 
MCI); retrieving a requested information document from the destination in response to 
the MCI command (Column 7, lines 53 - 57); and, sending the requested information 
document to the requestor application (Column 7, lines 64 - 67). 
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Regarding claim 38, Monday teaches a computer based system for retrieving 
information for use by a requester application (Column 1 , lines 49 - 51 ), comprising: a 
requestor application for generating an information request (Column 4, lines 63 - 65), 
the information request being an extensible markup language (XML) document (Column 
5, lines 3 - 5); a configuration database containing document retrieval information 
(Column 7, lines 32 - 41 ); and, a master pivot program, coupled to the requestor 
application and the configuration database (Figure 2, element 125, the pivot program, 
123, the requestor, and 250, the configuration database), for receiving the XML 
document (Column 4, lines 63 - 65), retrieving the document information from the 
information request, and retrieving dimensions (Column 7, lines 50 - 58), a destination 
and a MCI command from the configuration database as a function of the document 
information (Column 5, lines 25-31, where the bridge and the XML translator is the 
MCI), for retrieving the requested information document from a destination system in 
response to the MCI using the document retrieval information (Column 7, lines 53 - 57), 
and for sending the requested information document to the requester application 
(Column 7, lines 64 - 67). 

Regarding claims 12 and 39, Monday teaches a computer based method, as 
set forth in claims 1 1 and 38, respectively, including the step of retrieving, by the master 
pivot program, a document type tag from the XML document and wherein the master 
pivot program retrieves the dimensions from the configuration database as a function of 
the document type tag (Column 7, lines 53 - 58). 
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Regarding claims 13 and 40, Monday teaches a method, as set forth in claims 
12 and 39, respectively, including the step of retrieving dimension values from the XIVIL 
document (Column 7, lines 47 - 58). 

Regarding claim 14, Monday teaches a method, as set forth in claim 1 1 , 
including the steps of: executing the MCI command by a master control interface (MCI) 
located at the destination pivot program; and, sending the XML document to the MCI, 
wherein the requested information document is determined by the MCI as a function of 
the MCI command and the XML document (Column 5, lines 25 - 34). 

Regarding claim 41, Monday teaches a computer based system, as set forth in 
claim 38, including a master control interface (MCI) coupled to the destination pivot 
program, the MCI being adapted to execute the MCI command (Column 7, lines 59 - 
62). 

Regarding claim 42, Monday teaches a computer based system, as set forth in 
claim 41, wherein the MCI determines the requested information document as a 
function of the MCI command and the XML document (Column 5, lines 25 - 34). 

Regarding claims 15 and 43, Monday teaches a method, as set forth in claims 
1 1 and 38, respectively, wherein the step of sending the requested information 
document to the requestor application includes the steps of: sending the requested 
information document, by the destination pivot program, to the master pivot program; 
and, sending the requested information document, by the master pivot program, to the 
requester application (Column 7, lines 64 - 67). 
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Regarding claims 6, 19, 33, and 47, Monday teaches a computer based 
method, as set forth in claims 1 , 11 , 25, and 38, respectively, including the step 
receiving the document retrieval information and the information request by a master 
control interface (MCI) coupled to the destination pivot program (Column 5, lines 25 - 
31 , where the bridge and the XML translator is the MCI), the master control interface 
being adapted to process the information request (Column 5, lines 32 - 34). 

Regarding claims 7, 20, 34, and 48, Monday teaches a computer based 
method, as set forth in claim 6 19, 33, and 47, respectively, wherein the MCI includes a 
wrapper computer program application adapted to pass the information request from the 
MCI to the destination system (Column 5, lines 37 - 41). 

Regarding claims 8, 21, 35, and 49, Monday teaches a computer based 
method, as set forth in claim 1 , 1 1 , 25, and 38, respectively, wherein the configuration 
database is a relational database (Column 7, lines 34 - 41 , where the configuration 
database is the association file with the DTDs). 

Regarding claims 10, 23, and 37, Monday teaches a computer based method, 
as set forth in claim 1,11, and 25, respectively, including the step of providing a 
configuration tool for maintaining the configuration database (Column 1 , lines 59 - 65 
where the DTDs in the association file can be dynamically configured and maintained). 

Regarding claim 24, Monday teaches a computer based method for retrieving 
information for use by a requestor application (Column 1 , lines 49 - 51 ), comprising the 
steps of: sending, by the requester application, an information request to a master pivot 
program (Column 4, lines 63 - 65), the information request being an extensible markup 
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language (XML) document (Column 5, lines 3 - 5); receiving the XML document by the 
master pivot program (Column 4, lines 63-65); retrieving, by the master pivot program, 
a document type tag from the XML document (Column 7, lines 53 - 58); retrieving, by 
the master pivot program, dimensions from a configuration database as a function of the 
document type tag (Column 7, lines 50 - 58); retrieving dimension values from the XML 
document (Column 7, lines 47 - 58); retrieving a destination (Column 7, lines 28 - 30) 
and a MCI command from the configuration database (Column 5, lines 25 - 31 , where 
the bridge and the XML translator is the MCI); sending the MCI command to a 
destination pivot program located at the destination (Column 7, lines 53 - 57); executing 
the MCI command by a master control interface (MCI) located at the destination pivot 
program; sending the XML document to the MCI; sending a requested information 
document, by the MCI, to the destination pivot program as a function of the MCI 
command and the XML document (Column 7, lines 47 - 50); sending the requested 
information document, by the destination pivot program, to the master pivot program; 
and, sending the requested information document, by the master pivot program to the 
requestor application (Column 7, lines 62 - 67). 

Regarding claim 51, Monday teaches a computer based system for retrieving 
information for use by a requester application (Column 1, lines 49-51), comprising: a 
requestor application for generating an information request (Column 4, lines 63 - 65), 
the information request, the information request being an extensible markup language 
(XML) document (Column 5, lines 3 - 5); a configuration database containing document 
retrieval information (Column 7, lines 32 - 41); and, a master pivot program, coupled to 
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the requestor application and the configuration database (Figure 2, element 125, the 
pivot program, 123, the requestor, and 250, the configuration database), for receiving 
the XML document (Column 4, lines 63 - 65) and retrieving a document type tag from 
the XML document, for retrieving dimensions (Column 7, lines 50 - 58), a destination, 
and a MCI command from the configuration database as a function of the XML 
document (Column 5, lines 25 ~ 31 , where the bridge and the XML translator is the 
MCI), and for sending the MCI command to a destination pivot program located at the 
destination (Column 7, lines 53 - 57); and a master control interface (MCI) located at 
the destination pivot program, the MCI being adapted to execute the MCI command, 
retrieve a requested information document as a function of the MCI command, and 
responsively send a requested information document to the destination pivot program 
(Column 7, lines 47 - 50), wherein the destination pivot program is adapted to send the 
requested information document to the master pivot program and the master pivot 
program is adapted to send the requested information document to the requester 
application (Column 7, lines 62 - 67). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3-5, 17-18, 30-32, and 44-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Monday in view of Seo (6732360). 
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Regarding claims 3, 16, 30, and 44, Monday teaches a computer based 
method, as set forth in claims 1 1 1 , 25, and 38, respectively. 

Monday does not explicitly indicate the step of sending the information request to 
the master pivot program includes the step of calling an application program interface 
(API). 

Seo teaches a system with a client, a pivot program, and a destination pivot that 
includes an API interface for communication between the client and the master pivot 
program (Column 3, lines 21 - 26). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill In the art at the time the 
rejection was made to use Seo's teaching of using an API to communicate between the 
master pivot and client in Monday's system in order to allow the client to interface with 
many databases and a JDBC broker as the master pivot (Column 1 , lines 18-24; lines 
59-64). 

Regarding claims 4, 17, 31, and 45, Monday teaches a computer based 
method, as set forth in claims 3, 16, 30, and 44. 

Monday does not explicitly indicate the step of creating, by the API, a structure of 
routing information. 

Seo teaches a system with an API between a client and a master broker that 
includes creating a structure of routing information (Column 3, lines 60 - 62; Column 4, 
lines 8 -10; lines 16-20). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
rejection was made to use Seo's teaching of using an API to communicate between the 
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master pivot and client in Monday's system in order to allow the client to interface with 
many databases and a JDBC broker as the master pivot (Column 1 , lines 1 8 - 24; lines 
59-64). 

Regarding claims 5, 18, 32, and 46, Monday teaches a computer based 
method, as set forth in claims 4, 17, 31, and 45. 

Monday does not explicitly indicate the step of sending the information request to 
the master pivot program includes the step of sending the information request to the 
master pivot program through a socket. 

Seo teaches the step of sending the information request to the master pivot 
program through a socket (Column 3, lines 54 - 59). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
rejection was made to use Seo's teaching of using an API to communicate between the 
master pivot and client in Monday's system in order to allow the client to interface with 
many databases and a JDBC broker as the master pivot (Column 1, lines 18-24; lines 
59-64). 

Claim 9, 22, 36, and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Monday in view of Rutkowski (5826270). 

Regarding claims 9, 22, 36, and 50, Monday teaches computer based method, 
as set forth in claims 1 , 1 1 , 25, and 38. 

Monday does not explicitly indicate that the configuration database includes 
routing rules for a plurality of requestor applications and destination applications. 
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Rutkowski teaches a database system with requestors, a pivot, and databases 
(Column 4, lines 14 - 21 ) that includes routing rules for a plurality of requestor 
applications and destination applications (Column 5, lines 11-17). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use Rutkowski's teaching in Monday's system in order to allow 
multiple requestors issued requests at the same time (Column 2, lines 19 - 24). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed February 6, 2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

The applicant argues that the reference, Monday, does not teach "an information 
request including document information related to a requested information document' 
and does not teach a configuration database. 

The examiner disagrees, regarding the idea that the reference does not teach 
document information being contained in an information request, in Column 7, lines 21 - 
34, the reference discloses that in a request in XML that gets parsed out for information 
about the request which includes as described in the section, information identify data 
sources which contain the data requested, and also the data type, which are both able 
to be considered document information. 

Regarding the idea that the reference does not teach a configuration database, in 
Column 7, lines 32 - 41 , the reference discloses an "associate file" containing "DTD" 
that is queried to identify any type of DTDs relating to the data type requested and the 
database and uses that information pulled from the associate file, which can be 
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considered a database of DTD information, to configure the request to the identified 
database, as seen In Column 7, lines 48 - 52, so the associate file is operating at a 
database containing configuration information, so it meets the claimed limitation of a 
configuration database. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth In 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Bates whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3980. The examiner can normally be reached on 8 am - 4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571) 272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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March 9, 2006 




